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Stanislaus County Parks and Recreation Department 

 
Comments submitted by the Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation (OHMVR) Division 
to individual grant applicants should in no way be construed as a guarantee of 
successful results for the applicant within the competitive grants process or a 
commitment of funding. Additionally, the lack of comments by the OHMVR Division to 
any specific applicant does not ensure successful results for the applicant within the 
competitive grant process or a commitment of funding. 
 
All final applications will be reviewed by the OHMVR Division. The OHMVR Division 
may, at its sole discretion, decrease the requested amount and eliminate activities 
pursuant with regulation Section 4970.07.2 (f)(1-5) and for law enforcement projects, 
regulation Section 4970.15.3(b)(1-5). 
 
Failure by applicant to respond to any OHMVR Division comment of their preliminary 
application shall be cause for eliminating that item from the applicant’s application. 
 
Please note: If multiple proposed projects are requesting funding for the same 
deliverable, and multiple projects are successful, only one project will receive funding for 
the deliverable. 

 

General Evaluation Criteria 
 

 #2 – The applicant needs to verify response. 

 #4 – The applicant needs to verify response. 

 #5 – The applicant needs to verify response. 

 #9 – The applicant needs to verify response.  

 #10 – The selection of “Other” and its response is not eligible as OHV outreach.  

 #14 – The narrative does not support “Has secured land to be developed for 
OHV Recreation”. It appears a decision to develop the land for OHV Recreation 
has not been made.  

 

 

Ground Operations – Frank Raines G11-03-20-G01 

Project Description 
 

 No comment. 
 

Project Cost Estimate 
 

 Staff – Park Manager – This is an Indirect Cost.  

 Staff – Park Supervisor – It is unclear if this is a 1st or 2nd level supervisor. The 
applicant needs to provide additional information. 

 Others – Office supplies– The office supplies such as the pens, paper, printer 
ink, etc. are Indirect Costs. The applicant needs to revise accordingly.  
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Evaluation Criteria 
 

 #4 – The applicant needs to identify Stakeholders. 

 #5 – The applicant needs to identify if the activities for C.O.R.V.A are only related 
to the Northern Jamboree event. The participation of the Stanislaus County 
Sherriff’s Department is not project related.  

 #6 – The project does not address the selective items with regard to “Providing 
bridges instead of wet crossings…” and “Re-routing trails to divert…”. 

 #7 – The “Other” selection is not eligible as credit was already received for trail 
maps in an earlier selection. 

 #8 – The narrative does not support a “Yes” response. 
 

 

Ground Operations – La Grange  G11-03-20-G02 

Project Description 
 

 No comment. 

Project Cost Estimate 
 

 Materials and Supplies – Office and Entrance Station – The office supplies such 
as the recycled paper, pens and printer ink are Indirect Costs. The applicant 
needs to revise accordingly. 

 

Evaluation Criteria 
 

 #4 – The applicant needs to identify Stakeholders. 

 #5 – The participation of the Stanislaus County Sherriff’s Department is not 
project related. The activities identified for the California Motocross Association 
appear to be related only to the preparation of and cleanup of the motocross 
events. Racing events are not project related. 

 #8 – The narrative does not support a “Yes” response. 
 

 

Development – Frank Raines G11-03-20-D01 

Project Description 
 

 A – The applicant needs to provide the percentage of park patrons that are OHV 
users and the percent of park patrons that are other types of recreational users.  

 C – The applicant needs to identify the capacity of the Water Treatment Plant. 
 

Project Cost Estimate 
 

 Contracts – Contractor overhead, Profit, Bonds – This cost seems excessive. 
The applicant needs to provide more detail.  

 Materials / Supplies – Other-Large Diameter Well Cover /Foundat – This cost 
seems excessive. The applicant needs to provide more detail. 

 Materials / Supplies – Other-Potable Water Tank/Foundation – This cost seems 
excessive. The applicant needs to provide more detail. 
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 Others – Utilities – This cost seems to be excessive if electrical service is 
available on-site. 

 Others – Water Treatment Plant (WTP) Site W – This appears to be a duplicate 
item. The applicant needs to provide additional information. 

 Indirect Costs – Total Indirect Costs may not be greater than 15% of the direct 
grant request amount. 

 

Evaluation Criteria 
 

 #3 – The narrative does not support the items checked. Installation of a water 
treatment plant would not provide for diversified OHV use. It appears the park 
already provides for OHV use for the selected items.  

 #7 – The project description does not support the response. 

 #8 – The installation of a water treatment plant would not improve facilities that 
provide motorized access to nonmotorized recreation opportunities.  

 #9 – The applicant needs to provide date(s) for “Conference call(s) with 
interested parties”. Also, the applicant needs to clarify a public meeting was held 
and provide date(s). 

 #10 – “Camp Host” and “Public Works” do not qualify as a partner organization. 
Also, activities listed for CORVA and East Bay Hi-Tailers are not activities related 
to this project.  

 #11 – The narrative does not support response.  

 #13 – The applicant needs to provide the date of the reference document. 
 

 
 


